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MA«qgl8, 1^8J 



JStliamea;»noAer liftrgfnma ftmiAa* .Gmrvuma^ tad 
, jwche* H«il^d wx die fi>r -alliMib W aaif^or tbe elect. 
One cleq^iMP teMbet«aragr.di9aidrijr Wptiscd u ofces- 
#m»It tieMer«tedt anel hor idygyaa ttaabes that this u 
Ti^f^- One icIe|^giaia|Btead« tka^ ^aod works are ns- 
WMtfy tC)a«lrai%>|i ; aooUMt holds tliat>tli*7 are nothing 
MtnlU^ j«i^ STi^K, ymidibis dUconlanc; of dootrioe* 
fil'tliei»«M»£!biirph. wititt, ia,the name pf connnoa setse, 
j8«4naii«ado?'wUeko{Jkeiai«jight? Tluj £«<i can't 
t«>jr«eJU,4nt1>oth ota/ t>e vrong. 
. . I Admit, air, tbe ^omd Umya exhibited in jowr coliming, 
iHttd.thQi)g)i<)ar doctrine^ are sometimea not fairly itated, 
jftA I befieTe xhejare not miutated TiUully, I am in-old 
joan aaiiiieusio knew the truifa, and, knowing it. to prac- 

A C^TBouc Lavxan. 

iWe cfuiDot claim ibr oar article on private jiid^pnent 
.jaeh'dii^iligiiubed aiatborsbip as oar aorrespoDdent fntB 
U» credit for. But we make nopretenaioos to originality,, 
and we frankly acknowledge (what, iadeed, we couM not 
conceal from any attentive reader ck the works of the pre- 
Itte refened to) that oqr correijwndeat has guisEad 
^^bt]|y ib« tonrcc of mast of ou argamests and iUustra- 
iioo*. .. 

Wecapnot find jbat our cerrespeadant bag soccaeded 
in OTerl|irowiDg any one of the principles laid down in our 
Article. He tells us that " private judgment is not the 
czclosiye privilege of Protestants, and that iloman Catho- 
lics dare exercise it for tbemsvlvee." This was the very 
t>oint wbjcb we laboured in our article to prove. We^ed 
loi sbpw that a Boman Catholie's whol* reU^ioiia position 
was founded on an exercise of private jadgment ; and, 
•tberefuie, -ibat wbaiever unofrtaiBty «r ether diiadmntige 
Attends tbe exercise efpri^ute jad|;Biea(,«fft3atslhe Roman 
JCSttbolic as Keli as tbe Protestant. 
. IiCt tis take aur correependent's iUostratiDa — the ease of 
fit. Kenman, or any other Anglican who joins the 
^Baoush conuaanion. It is evident be must ttegio with a 
■moat aadacious exercise of privitte jadgment. He must, 
jbF.bisown {trivate stndy of Soripturc, come tothecoa- 
'Vuuion t£at l^ Church in which be was baptised is here- 
jlealand schismatical ; and that theclergy who are bisgoides, 
' «r tbe biidiops. who are set over liim, are all mistakeo. £ut, 
^aiceording to our oorreapcMident, when he has OHce convinced 
' Itiniself of the-: axistenoe of an infolliblo' guide, private 
•ijitdgment caasee, and dwibt eeases. We reply that be 
can never diseeibarrass tus belief of whatever doubt and 
. OQcertainty there aay be about tbe first gKst act «f pri- 
-mte jadgment en wlucb all the rest depends, father 
tKewmas arrived at bis preseat pasition by the exerelie of 
. ]>iajN-iv^te juilgaient «a the texts — " Hear the ChutEb," 
'"The pilter ai^ ^ruuad of tbe troth," &a. . Now, these 
•areas bard texts-asanyin the Bible. If private jmlginont 
iCaa arrive with positive certainty at the meaning of tiicsc 
texts, why should it pot be trusted with the ioterpretaiion 
faf t>ther texts ? But if ]irivBte judgment, is always 
liable to doubt and miatake, Dr. Kewmao atay have been 
Wr^ng in his isferrioj:, frum these texts, the infullibility 
of the Church of Kome, and, tlierefure, also, wrong in all 
Ibat be has reoeived on -ibat Church s authority. 

If a man coDstruots a eoaffold of wood, and then pro- 
4)aed« to^uild, with brick and stone, on the top of it, it is 
in Tain for him to boast of the strength of bis bailding and 
the aoUdity of his materials, the whale suruoture cavnot be 
•toonger than the scaffold en which il rests. And if the 
trooil-work beneath be rottea, the more solid materials he 
iays on it the sooner it is likely te^brisg the wbo'e thing 
about bis ears. 

Our correspondent saya, "I cannot «rr In following 
.Oiuist, who is my Captain. -I caanot do Wraog when doing 
inmlicitly what He prescribes." : . 

Graaied. Bat yoa may do wvoag -by eopposing that 
our Lord bas prescribed wtiat Ue.iiat not prescribed. . 
I^UMiiy err by fancying that yoa an ibllowiug Christt 
ifdnn, in reality, yuu are oiriy teking .the ceorse which 
(cenuses to relieve _jroa xjuidust front tbe trouble and 
yraiponsibility of investigation into trath. 

Lastly, our cortespooileot tausts as with the difierencas 
nf opinion wkieb exist betweea Ifaose who dv.aat profess to 
.IbUow an iorailible guide. Mew, tbe whole cpieMion is, 
JSa.tbese'differencFS relate to essential puinis ? ifor Bonan 
^Satiiolies have their difibrences too, but they say they do 
aotrelate to essential points. Why may not members of 
tiia Ofaareh of Kngland urge tbe same pka ? Tbereare in 
QofObarcb, Calviniats and Armioians, buttbeArmtDianti 
4aaot deny the pasiibilit; that Calvinists may be saved, 
■er the Calritnsts the > passtbiliiy that Arminians may be 
aa«ed. Aad e«ea an ear correspondent's own prieciples, he 
.ifanld sot argue, tbtt Cbrist most kave provided His 
<^Bich with a>i iafailibia c*14e, who ahoald preserre it 
i^om »cry potrihie oomtiotttsj or error, bat only fittm 
jaiini wrong on tbose p(»na where aa arror would be iatal 
ilMUTatioa.] 
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*ra BDLE OF CATHOLIC FAtTH, WHAT IS IT? 

•to THE BDItOB OF THE C&THOUC I.AT«aN. 

StSr^t-Cmsideiiag tbe aealiMsplaeried by aaaaa to make 
flimjreita to the fioman faith, and tha varioas pcnetatiuni 
MJhuifa iVatestanta hav« .at dtftneat perioda madvgone 
■w-mfaaiag to eesbrace that faith, and p a rt i e alar ly fo^ 
mfiuing to silbsbribd to tlie 36ctruie of transubstantia- 



•tion, iMrJiapef 
doctrinaraMt^ 
tbe ■soatb^:.«o- 
fioKMoistt man i 



U^^„J- 



eve ijim^ thec««ta ba.|t!»fi 



w^lf 




tati •■ 



iiPtattba. 



us Piataetants,«at«£4ieir CtHin>b,^>«.,jfiwediMiat (ttb 
«:ribetbeu.doctiiaea. -Mfmy «f usibita hni .|ir^cal 
experienoe of tbeHiitt^leeUnea' and animnsitipa-eatia^ng 
against the " refaroMid'isiif^." 

Witltc kBoai4ede«!>that 'aneh aeoticieBts da CKfet, it 
aaybeaew tosiaMafjtDnr traders < to hsaritloit Ithe 
Church sf Boaine faaa, oavartbeleat, faodtned asme apalo- 
giats tat their ^Meia,. who bkve argaad ^iliat it is not so 
c^ipbsed to the JProtaataat -fltitb aa i^iannpresaated to' be, 
^l^er by memboB aT-their arwn coaunoBion or by "Ithe 
gentlefeien of tiie tctemed <d%ioa,'"amoug iHwoai stkBd 
pnominent BasMaty ^Bishop of Heailx, land Te^. 
Bossuet wrote his " Exposition <>f the ■Doolrina of Itbe 
Catho&e Cbarcfa" azpressly to prore •' that the aver4i«n 
which these gaatlesaen (of MfVe/stvant re/i'^tea) hart to 
most of dkit .[SomUb^ s^ntiiBents is^mraded vpoa e^me 
false ideas which they liave <ferikied concerning them" 
(Dublin Edition, ISSl, «ec. 1, p.: 6), and he argnes that 
on exasinatino nMny' snbjeeta of existing displnte 
▼aaisb, "and ihoae d^mteg which remain will notbp- 
pear (according to tfaa principles at tbe reformed)' of siicb 
magnitude *s at flnt-'tbey endeavoured to represbnt 
them" (p. 6). Wliila Teron has taken erery -pafaliar 
doctrine of the Sotoaa dmrch lagainst which we prtftbst, 
as hatving ne warranrly in Seriptore, and dressed tfaeth; up 
in such harmless, ectdtvocal, rugtlve garbs that' he baa 
not only mads them ^atibla .to'Piietestanu, but has 
«Ten given tip,ane after>the otfatnr, aa tmoeoessary'td 4)6 
believed in that atrict atid rigid manrier so ranch iatlattd 
upon by many Komish controTersialists, those lenets 
'wfaseh SomaniM* halve naoilly °hetd ao sacred. 

Tou did me the favoiir of inserting one letter o^ flhis 
subject in your -January nninber, wherein I obj^ted 
that, aceordirtg'to Veron, the ■whole practicaly teimiing 
of " saint worship" is, if not actnally repndlated, so 
ignofed and negntited that we might be all' <oUnd 
Paptsta, and £seredit their whole theory and practice in 
tJhis'ilirportant branch rf doctrine and teaching. 'I pro- 
pose now, with ywlr kind -permission, to follow 'dip the 

siAject, and shsw how, according to Varmi, one may rKr-»t"^ X^Thl'^II'^f/'Ii"?! J^t"""^* i^ ^.u 
hold thiPrrtestant doctrine of thi ,pinl«at pri,ence of ^^f J^^L- ^n'^n-v S?^'.J^^ under the «Bcha- 
Christ in the Eucharist, andrtiU be a sound and orthodox IfhoT^r.. ^L^Ia » J, „»-^S.r* T ^''?' 
Romanist. Bttt before I proceed to V^ron, ptrmit toe to th^T.t br^L^^l^lff.^Li "\ ", P'olestsnts, 
calHhe reader-, attention to a strmige bhinder Bossnet ^!LTr.tl)lT,^^tZtl;^^^^}:^^^^ °^ 

makes, in hi. zeal to assimiU.. Prot'estant and Rofnish | ^^^S; anS^ ^f^r ZtrTo^:^^'''" 

Bossnet ^ery proper^ se.eisC, atitlefor a sepantte sg- I *!;,--<; tlvf^orif s'<?. ll,:Z:Z^:^ :r2:i 



#> d(»darwioni iw^BenotgariM mytmstmrn I7 

iJt|dNiasJI.,-atA<iMUKi^ to«8B,jatfae.paimpa of 

.wlkieh-Btates that "the body and blood of Christ 

_ at oply in the sacrasMot, bat verijjr handled 

by the prieit, braken and rent with the teeth of the faille 

fitl.-* 

H«wi ^ "*JratT >M a b ia t, r4aB»;Vewm-preaeBt tons? Ba- 
AiniiS ta iOartW.M, be Miys, " Hence-tb» *ody of 
CbnMi -wVA- ia iMwat nader the tuchariatio ajtntbols, 
'Inw^ in tM»<Mnaa,'te sailed ^fnritital, and not trmatural 
Mfi said oar StiTioor. ' who is antaaUy present ia the 
aaeraaent, may b»4aQad«^«iaiea>iiji ^wtt, aarfaotiitada 
tnro SI livitig-iitljr.'^ 

The ifMca are fO all ibeaa' quotations '<» in the eri^inaL 

Again — 

■^ Not only may the Midy of Chi^ut, tiio^h really pre- 
«ent under Ae euichwiitiaafnriKrfa) be eaHed a kpin'/uaf 
body^ and Clfarist.aimaelf * sptrtt/ bnttiie body of Obrist 
may beraaid to be present under Ae 'appearaoce of 'tread 
and wine, w a mirilutU'mmur, ac-'^piritmlki^ and aot ia 
a corporeal niui naturui maaner^'or, wfaiefa is thes&ma 
tbintt, rxActrpartmHy or eaf ntUyn (p. 99). 

",W'e do aot «at C^irist Sn this minner (by maatieiitiDg 
ai>d dividing) ; therefore he is not eaten corporeally, nor 
in -o corpoieal and carnal, but in a spiiitoal, mifaner,- and 
.'by conseqnence spiritually" (p. 100). 
. " If it were to happen that a mooM or a dog* w4re to 
^aw or eat the host, or ratfceif the enbiiariatic -apl^cies, 
though these animals aiight consame the aooiilenti)> they 
would not eat thebody of Christ" (p. 108). 

It mast b« remetnbered' that the anistana* of blead hai^ 
accordiag to Tridentine 'doctrine, ^c«aa*(i to exist, and tho 
efaape,' eoktari &c.— <tbat is, the accidents — only r^tnaiik 
W^hat, then, does the mouse ooBsume ? 

"Man, iadeed (adds Veron), eats tbe body of Ghrist, 
becansefaeireceivas'it'as a aign, or raUwr a> the -aakse of 
grmte." '"-Oar adveAariea ought really to make no Ejec- 
tion to this doctrine; /or, siippose a dog should chance to 
eat a piebe of the bread need by them in the Lords stfpper, 
tbe dog would not eat the sacrament, itaatM it daei not 
tOfa»umt the breadlii a $ymboi or tign'' (p. 108). 

" The Hatholie Church mtrely teaches that the body of 



IS no wise opposed to «heir 

...-,-,- . ,, .. - „„s if ! (rroiesianti salvation, ii so, why, then, cause so ituch 

tion in the work above mentioned (sec. ri..,;p. 22). He I 5,i^„rt)«nce?"a«d he wishes us to sink all our apparent 
-18 most antion*toshow how we agree on this imjlorlant I a-.ic „j =_:_ .l ^^. , "r, . "/'/'"'«»» 

bead. He- sayg that they (Romanists) vae the word 



"merit" to "Show the Talue, price, anJ dignity of those 
works Which we perform through grace. Bat as all 'their 
sanctitycomesfrdnlCibd, who produces them in ns, the 
same Church has, in the Council of "IVent, received these 
wordi 6f St. Angnsttne, ot a doctrine of Cathouc 
fJiiTH-that 'God cfOewi.t .Hi's own gifts «a crowning the 
meritt of Hit ttrtmts"' (^. iS). No'w, this is emlflently 
a Protestant eentimint, land tbey, therefore!, so shochea 
the pitepriety of certain learned theologians of the Roman 
Chnreh tteit we find in that standard of orthodo*^, the 
" Expurgatory Index," fh^e Tery words of Angnatine 
ordet^d to be cxpnnged from his works, «s con'veying 
decidedly herctlcsLl teaching.* 

The Churches of England and Ireland teach- that '{hare 
is area'/ preseofce of Christ in, the Eacbarist, -but after a 
tpiritual manBer, and is so received by C^ fiutbful re- 
cipient. " Oar Seals are nonrisbed by the body and Mood 
of Christ, as our bodies are by Ihe bread and wine." 'VTe 
deny that these elements chaise their substance ; tbey 
Mill remain what tbey seem to the eye and taste, literal 
tread and loi'ae ; but we feed on CThrist tpirUnalty, these 
elements being tigns, types, symlrals, or figures ^the outward 
and yisitjo signs) of Ills body and blood (tbe tbng 
signified). For holding this doctrine many of our re- 
formers were brought to the stake, and burnt aK4e ; il Was 
declai-ed a "damnable heresy." We have hitherto be- 
lieved that the great distinction between us and Bomanitts 
b, that tbey repsdiate this ^rituaf presence. ' They aa^ 
quire tis to believe, under pain of anathema (for, tihank 
God, they cannot now bam its), that the coiMecrarlled 
elements are no lopgcr what they seem to be, bukthait She 
whole lubaiaitce .of (he dements is changed, oiQ as tUey 
express themselves, transubstvitiated into the ba^jc^iioad, 
bones and nerves, soul and divinity of our Lovd Ai^ns 
Chrijt. Tbey are no longer Ireadand wiiw, hjit aonre 
Cbrist — "true God and true man under tbe sippeafai^ 
of each ;" and the mass is tbe " same setcriBce" ail Was 
made on the cross. It is " the same Christ who once 
oSisred Himself it Weeding ^ictiiii to H'ls heavenly 'Other 
on the eioas- ^ce Br: Jafraes Butlers Cwedii^^lSifc 
lin, 4645^p. 59, 60)'; the*am« Cbrist who iHUt 'Mm of 
the Viigin Mi*ry. And 'so Card'mal Biel, ia nis Ponith 
Lecture on the Canon of the Mass, says, "Tbe Vw^n 
Mary ofice coDceired tbe Son df God, wWlathetrriast 

> Bx Mdtse AtxrnitMt Mmt *"fl»n mint* tiniHrii, akHVbatbaitbdut 
nxBMt in aXiit,'^';.— ladu XtpaTit"*r.i'<s"V^i»(<Uds<Niil(iT*l 
•t Boxu fitdirtl, Idli, et per Torntla. Genove li>19. 



I differences, and joia the Church of Rome again. 

With regard to "-transubstantiation," it may be renem- 
I bered by soete of your readers that Dr. Cabill, in defence 
ofthia doctrine:[see ra4/eM7tbDecember,<18a8,«nd'sub- 
se({«snt ^Seeks], in bis endeavour to pro*e not oidy the 
reaaaiulUeBCSj of the doctrine, bat that it is a eoiamoa 
ocauneaoe ia nalofe, actually provides as a direct parallel 
to 'htransnbstonlifttion," the digestion and convBrtiin of 
tbrfeod we eat. "The food, Ac, that is, the bread and 
iwM which yen and «U men itaay have eaten on tbis^day, 
badrjiaen chailig<»liato flesh and blood ou your own^person 
«Ad as tbe persoiu of all men, by the word of God oa the 
vital action of the stomach," so argnes Dr. Ctdiill. 

Bat bear 'Veron — 

" It is DOt «n artiole of faith— it is-even btasphemons to 
pretend, that in ibis mystery thebread is trensu'istantlated 
into the <>ody of Chrun, in the same mamier as the bread 
that we eat is changed into oar bodily substance ; nor is it 
of faith that by tranaMbttanti^itn the waiter of the bread 
begins to exist uaier tb* f>Tm of Okriifa bodf just ai the 
matter of bread that li* eaten, by nourishing as, begins to 
subsist under the form of tbe human body" (p. 107). 

Hs farther ataorts j 

" Nor is it of faith that transubstantiatlon it effected by 
tftereprorfiiction 01 consecration of Christ's body'' (p. 108); 
or **tbat the- bread a^ wine are aimihilated by the w\>rdi 
df consecration" (p. Wp), though the Council of Trent, be 
it rteeilibered, desires us to believe that the tabsttince of 
these elements ctaset to eiitt I 

But -triiy pursue tbe subject? Yeron thinks tbkt the 
doctrine of his Cburoh, as he explains it, " is trot a i just 
grouad for Si parat'on" (p. 118); in fact, in other -words, 
so long as we submit to the dominion of tbe priests of 
Rome, we may believe just as we please. 'The teaching of 
-the Church of Uome a at all times and in all things so 
plastic and nccommodating that it will snit all cdsta, 
creeils, 4uid sliadows of beliefl irinn the Brahmin Hindoo, 
as witnessed by tbe Jesuit missions, to the heretic Protes- 
tant, as witnessed by VerOn. 

I will now only repeat, thittthij book fh)m which t ant 
qnoting Is declared to be in th^ "preface"— **-well ickinn 

b Semel eonetptt IM tfllnm, 4<i<Ietn 1>el illQm tWuCtnt gmaldia 
oorpurailier.-ilhb. lil<;l, sopcf asBans mkim, Leet.lv.; laut. Lux- 
dui.. i«ta. , 

e "Corpoi et ^sniialnem'DbiiitDlkainftUter noD.fOtumMCMiMitir, 
Bed veiitAiH luanibtu tacerdotu'o tmcutii frallKl, at Otletladl O^abuS 
«ttwi." — SnHi*m eorp, ^lor. car. (nun. k,p. »»ei>,T«r. ■trtr,-at»t. », 
0. «,-<"»■:•, ItMi... ■ . 

^ rege w ; Kuition, Binniatkaa>,-<Ut(. TmMlitsi.tirK 
wortb a Bqioao priest 
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ABB nNiVEMii,LY ACKHo-wLKDOED ;" and the Bev. Dr. 
Hnrray, in bis evidence before the Committee of the Honse 
of Commons, in answer to a question, enumerates, among 
others, this book as containing " the most authentic ez- 
poaition of the faith of the [Roman] Catholic Church."* 
I am, sir, your obedient serrant, 
liOndon, Feb., 1858. C. H. CouxtTE. 

"THIS IS MT BODY." 

TO THE EDrrOK OT THE CATHOLIC LATJIA3J. 

Sra, — I do not thialE it is sufficiently considered in the 
controversy as to the meaning of these words, what I may 
gay mutt have heen their import to the Apostles them- 
selves. Romanists, arguing from their plain literal mean- 
ing, ought not to lose sight of the sense in which, as it 
appears to us, the Apostles must have understood them. 
Iiet us consider facts. The Apostles eat what was given 
to them ; and after they had sung an hymn they went out 
into the Mount of Olives. If the Romish doctrine be true, 
•ach portion of bread wis transubstantiated into Christ's 
flesh and blood, body, soul, and divinity ; so that, whilst 
he continued to sit opposite to them at table, he was 
really, at the same time, corporally and locally in each of 
their stomachs. This is startling enough. But consider 
farther. It is into Christ's slain tody that the bread must 
be supposed to be transubstantiated, according to our 
Lord's words — " This is my body, which is broken for 
you," and "this is my blood, which is shed for many." 
But how could what the Apostles eat be Christ's slain 
body, when His slain body did not then actually exist ? 
If it was already slain, then our redemption had been 
completed without Christ's sufferings and death npon the 
cross. But if a slain ix)dy had as yet no existence, how 
could bread be changed into it? I may be told of God's 
omnipotence, and that all things are possible to him. 
And so, doubtless, are all things that are possible in them- 
lelves. But it is no more derogatory to His perfections 
that He cannot perform contradictions than that He cannot 
do wrong, annihilate Himself, or make one of His creatures 
greater than Himself. Now, it U a contradiction in terms 
to say that a solid body is locally in two places at once. 
And it is also a contradiction to assert that anything 
exists and does not exist at the same time. 

Let Romanists look their doctrine plainly in the face. 
They must maintain either of two hypotheses. The 
Apostles, after receiving, carried about in their stomachs, 
each of them, a corporal body of their Master, "who still 
walked beside them ; and that a slain body, though no such 
thing existed for at least twelve hours afterwards. If 
they reject this theory, then the words, " this is my body," 
if they have a transubstantiating effect now, which they 
had not when addressed to the Apostles, have it not from 
any necessity for their being understood in their plain, 
literal sense. 

It satisfies us, member* of this Beformed Cbnrch, to 
understand these words in the only sense in which we 
conceive it possible for them to have been addressed to 
the Apostles; in whatever sense the bread and wine 
were to the Apostles the body and blood of Christ, 
we are content to receive them only in the same 
oense. It suffices us to feed on Him in no other manner 
than they did. We will not believe that we have eaten 
Christ's material body, unless it be granted that the 
Apostles did so likewise, He still sitting opposite to them 
at table. Neither will we believe that we receive His 
solid body slain, unless it be conceded that His Apostles 
partook of His slain iwdy twelve hours before the fact of 
His death was accomplished. 

Of course, there is nothing new in all this, nor, indeed, 
can there well be in anything connected with so long 
Texed a question. But still it may not be nseless to re- 
Call attention to points which, after being fully canvassed 
at former periods of the Church, have been laid aside, as 
if no more light could be thrown upon them. I do not 
recollect seeing the matter pnt in this way of late, and, 
therefore, I have troubled you with a few lines on the 
subject. 

Tour obedient serrant, 
C. C. 

THE HOLT FATHERS ACKNOWLEDGE THE 
SUPREMACY OF ST. PETER ; AND THAT THE 
CHURCH OR THE FOUNDATION NIJIVER 
FAILS. 

[This letter is so long, and the authorities referred to so 
numerous, that we are reluctantly obliged to divide it, and 
postpone any comments upon it till our next number. We 
think it would greatly contribute to Dr. Geraghty's letters 
being generally read if he would either condense or divide 
his communications. — Eo. C. L.] 

TO THE EDITOK OP THE CATHOLIC LATMAN. 

Respected Sib, — We hare seen (Cathouc Layman, 
Feb. 18, 1858), how, John xxi., 15, 16, 17, and the first 
words of Matt, xvi., 18, 19, were understood by SS. 
£ucherius, Ambrose, Cyprian, &c. , and in this, the tor- 
rent of the fathers is with them, as will appear by taking 
their depositions on these texts at large. 

Tertvillian : " Peter, who received the keys of the king 
dom of heaven, and the power of loosing and of binding." 
(.De Proescript, n. 22.) 
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St. Cyprian: " There is one God, and one Christ, and 
one Chnrch, and one chair founded by the month of 
Christ upon Peter ; besides which one altar and one 
priesthood, no other altar, no new priesthood can be 
established." (Epist. xliiL Ozon, xl. Benedict.) 
What St. Cyprian means is this : that if Christ, instead 
of building, as He did, His Church on one, or on Peter 
alone, had built it equally on all the Apostles ; then, in 
the eveut of divisions in the Church (an event which did 
happen), we might, with an easy conscience, be in the 
communion of any of the dissentient churches ; or, easier 
still, in the commtmion of no Chnrch at all ; since on 
this supposition, the Church of C. P. or of Alexandria, or 
of Rome would all have equal pretensions ; but that 
jarring creeds and communions could constitute the true 
Church is in flat contradiction to Scripture (John z. 16., 
ibid. xvii. 11, 20, 21, Acts iL i2, 44), and to the tradition 
of the Church in all ages. 

St. James, Bishop of Nisibis, in Asia, ann. 325 : " Simon, 
head of the Apostles, was by our Lord forgiven, and made 
the foundation and rock of the Church." (Orat vii. de 
Poanit. torn. v. p. 57, Galland.) 

St. Hilary : " Peter, to whom He had given the keys, 
and on whom He was to build His Church, against whicli 
the gates of hell should not prevail." (In Fs. cxxxi.) 
" Peter's confession was highly recompensed. In thy new 
nomination, oh, happy fonndationof the Chnrch, oh, rock, 
worthy of the superstructure, which was to baffle the infer- 
nal gates, and all the bars of death ! Oh, heaven's gate- 
keeper, to whose discretion are given the keys of eternity." 
(Comm. in Matt, xvi., n. 7, p. 749.) 

St. Cyril of Jerusalem : '' Peter, the first of the Apostles, 
and heaven's key-bearer." (Catech. xvii., n. 27.) "Peter, 
who carries with him the keys of heaven." (Catech. vi., n. 
15.) 

St. Ephrem, Syrns : " Lord 1 to whom didst thou give 
the heavenly keys ? To Bar Jonas, the prince of the A pos- 
tles." (T. iiU, Syr. Parcen. 33.) "Peter, the keeper of 
heaven, and the first-bom of those that bear the keys." 
(T. iii., Gr. In. SS. Apost. p. 464.) 

St. Gregory of Nyssa: " Through Peter He gave the 
prelacythe keys of the celestial order." (T. ii. de Castig.) 
"Peter, the head of the Apostleship, is celebrated ; and 
so are the other members of the Church ; yet on him is 
the Church built ; for he is the rock on which the Lord 
built His thurch." (De St. Steph. t. yi. Galland.) 

St. Gregory Nazianzen : "Peter, who became the in- 
violable rock, and who had the keys given to him." (T. 
ii. Carm. 2 p. 61. ibid.) See also t. 1., p. 454. Galland. 
edit. 

St. Macorius of Egypt, an. 325 : '« To Moses succeeded 
Peter, who had the new Church of Christ delivered into 
his hands, and the tme priesthood." (Homil. zxvL, p. lol, 
t. vii. Gal. edit). 

St. Basil the Great : "Peter, who, because ofthe superi- 
ority of his faith, received upon himself the Church's 
superstructure." (Advers. Eunom. n, 4.) " Peter, who 
was preferred before all the disciples ; who alone received 
B greater testimony ; to whom were given the keys." (T. 
ii. p. 1. Prooem. de jud. Dei.) 

St. Paciaa : " The Lord spake to Peter alone, in order 
that he might lay the foundation of unity from one." 
(Epist. iii. n. xi. p. 265, t. vii. Galland.) 

Marius Victorinns of Africa (Gal. 1, 18) : "Paul, to 
whom all things were revealed, knew that be ought to 
visit Peter, as him to whom the chief authority had been 
given by Christ." (T. iii Script, vit.) 

St. Epiphanius : " Peter, who was the prince of the 
Apostles, who was a firm rock on which is fixed the 
Lord's faith, on which rock the Church is in every way 
built ; first, in that he confessed Clirist, and heard that on 
this rock of firm faith I will build my Church. Moreover, 
he also became then the firm rock of the foundation of 
God's house, in bis being, after his conversion, found 
worthy to hear — "Feed My sheep." (Lib. ii. advers. 
hertes. t. 1, p. 500, a.b., edit. Petav. an. 1622.) " Peter, 
the prince of the Apostles, to whom were given the keys 
ofthe kingdom, is said. Gal. ii. 9." (T. ii. in Anch.) 

St. Ambrose : " He said to Peter, ' I prayed for thee 
that thy faith fail not.' But, to the same Peter He had 
formerly said — Matt. xvi. 18, 19 — How could He not 
confirm his faith, to whom He gave the kingdom, and 
whom, when He styles a rock, He pointed out the 
Church's foundation." (T. ii.i lib. iv., de Fide, c. v., p. 
531.) " Not of Peter's self, but of his faith was it said, 
that the gates of hell, &c. ; which sentence vanquished 
bell, and shut out many a heresy ; for the Church, being 
often assailed, must need.an invincible basis." (De Incarn. 
5.) " To Peter it is said, ' To thee I will give the keys' 
— the selected one in the apostleship obtained jurisdic- 
tion." (Epist. Ixxi. ad Horont.) 

St. Jerome : " Peter was the prince of the Apostles, 
on whom, in eternal fixity, the Church of the Lord is 
built." (Lib. contra. Pelag., n. 14.) 

St. Cbrysostom : " True, all were Apostles, all were to 
sit on twelve thrones, &c., still it was the three He took ; 
of which same three He said that some were superior ; 
and He sets Peter before them, saying, ' Lovest 
thou Me ?' &c. Tet John was the well-beloved." (Hoin. 
xxxi. in ep. ad. Bom. ri. 4.) " And yet in spite of this 
lapse. He reinstated him, and committed to his hand the 
supremacy over the universal Church." (T. ii. hom. v. de 
Poenit., p. 366, Bened.). " Ton may ask, wl^ did James 



get the see of Jerusalem? I answer, that He mads 
Peter not master of that see, but of the habitable globe." 
(Hom. Ixxxviii. in Joan , n. 6.) 

St. Asterius, towards the end ofthe4tbage: "Inuaa 
says that the Father laid the Son — the corner atone ; 
meaning that the world has Him for its basis. But the 
Son nominated Peter to be the Church's foundation : 
'Thon art Peter, and on this rock I will build My 
Church.' Other foundations no man'can lay.' (1 Cor. 
iii.) Tet with a like name did our Saviour honour the 
first of His Apostles : calling him the rock of the faith. 
Through Peter, then, the permanence of the Church 
is maintained ; and we stand secure on his structure, 
in spite of the devil and legions of tyrants; as the 
Word says, 'The floods came, and the winds blew, 
and it fell not.' Therefore, when God the Saviour 
ascended into heaven, he, Peter, it was who took 
up hii place; for he ever bore in mind the command 
given him : Feed my lambs. God endowed none of the 
disciples with His own gifts like Peter, in placing him, aa 
He did, above all. John reposed on the Lord's breast. 
James was called the son of thunder ; but they must all 
yield to Peter, and confess that they hold the second place. 
He everywhere precedes the other disciples. He it wa« 
who said, ' Thou art Christ,' &c., and was, therefore, made 
the Church's foundation ; was entrusted with the keys of 
heaven, and made lord of the gate thereof, and the presi- 
dent of the entrance to the kingdom." (Hom. in Apost. Pet. 
et Panl.) 

St. Prudentins, of the 4th age: " Here are two princes 
of the Apostles : one, the Apostle of the Gentiles ; the 
other, holding the first chair, opens the gates of eter- 
nity that have been entrusted to him." (Hymn. 2, in honor. 
St. Laurent, t. viii. Galland.) 

St. Optatus : " Peter, then, sat first in that very chait 
which is the chief mark of the Chtirch." (Lib. 2, n. 4.) 

St. Augustine : " Peter himself, to whom, bearing a 
figure of the Church, the Lord says, ' Upon this ro<* I 
will build My Church."' TEpist. liii. a. d. Generos.) 
" Peter, on account ofthe supremacy of his Apostleship, 
represented the whole Church." (T. iii., p. 2470, Bened.) 
" Peter ! what hast thou left that thou should est receive 
the whole world ?" (T. iv., p. 1656, ibid.) " Peter, that 
is, in the order of the Apostles, the chief and the princi- 
pal." (T. v., p. 597.) " Some things are said respecting Peter 
which are not clear, except when referred to the Church, 
of which he is acknowledged to have been the personifi- 
cation on account of his supremacy, such as — ' To thee 
I will give the keys.'" (T. iv., p. 1733.) 

St. Maximus : " Peter, as a shepherd, received the 
flock to keep, and is called the rock of the Church, ai 
the Lord declares—' Thou art Peter,' " &c. (Homil. iy., 
de Petro.) "To Peter was given the helm of the uni- 
versal Church." (Homil. iii., de Eod. Fest.) 

P. Orosius : " O, Peter, on which Christ bmlt Hi* 
Church, lie., reply to this man. Did Christ say to thee, 
Pelagius, * Amen. I say to thee, flesh and blood hath 
not revealed,' &c. ? Did He say to thee, ' Thou shalt be 
called Cephas?' Did He assure thee, 'On this rock I 
will build My Church?' " (De lib. arbit, t. vi.. Bib. Max. 
SS. P.P., p. 455-7.) 

Zaccheus : " Peter, in whose person is contained the 
whole ecclesiastic authority, through the Lord's sen- 
tence — Matt. xvi. 18, 19." (Lib. ii., consult. Zaccb., c. 
xviii., t. Lx., p. 238, Galland.) 

St. Cyril of Alexandria : "He changed his name into 
Peter, from Petra; for on him He was to foimd Hii 
Church" (T iv., Comm. in Joan., p. 131.) 

Theodoret : " Tbtis did this great basis receive a com- 
mand to feed the Lord's sheep.''* 

Leo. I. of Rome : " Thon art Peter : thoi^h I 
am the inviolable rock — the comer stone, other foun- 
dations besides which no man can lay ; 'yet thou also 
art a rock, • on which', says He, ' I will build My 
Church,' and, because Peter confessed Him, He swd 
to him, ' I will give to thee the keys.' "rhe other 
Apostles and rulers of the Church were, indeed, sharers 
in this decree ; yet not vainly is that given to one, which 
may be intimated to all. The Lord says, Luke xxii. 31, 
32 — In Peter, therefore, they are all strengthened. So 
that, if things are rightly ordered in our days, it is owing 
to him the prince of the universal Church, to whom it wa< 
said: 'and thou being converted, &c.,' and to whom 
it was said thrice; 'feed my sheep."' (Serm.lxii.de 
Pass. Domini.) "To Peter above the rest, by the 
keys, is the care of the Lord's fold consigned." (Serm. 
Ixxiii. de Ascens. Domini.) " The Lord pleased that his 
institution should pertain to all the Apostles, so that he 
lodged it principally in Peter, the chief of the Apostles, 
and the head, that he who dares to withdraw from the 
unity of Peter might know himself to be an alien from the 
divine mystery. For it pleased Him that he whom He 
had made the centre of unity should be named that which 
Himself was, in saying, * I'hou art Peter,' &c., that the 
eternal structure might be embodied in the unity of Peter." 
(Epist. X. ad Episcop. 'Viennens.) " The rock of the 
Catholic faith, which name the Apostle Peter received 
from the Lord, admits no heresy." (Epist. cxix. ad Max. 
Antioch.) 

Amobius, junior : " To the penitent Apostle a higher 
rank was given than he had lost by his faU ; for no other 
apostle received the name of the shepherd ; since the Lotd 
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